








3. Please state the specific relief requested:

4. Please provide any other information reasonably necessary to make a decision on the
appeal:

Do not use this form if you are appealing a decision on a:
e Shoreline Permit (must be appealed to the State Shoreline Hearings Board
RZC 21.68.200(C)(6)(b))
e Shoreline Variance or a Shoreline Conditional Use Permit (must be appealed to the State
Shoreline Hearings Board RZC 21.68.200(C)(6)(c))
e Hearing Examiner decision on a SEPA appeal (not an appealable action as successive
appeals are not allowed RZC 21.70.190(D))

e City Council approval or denial (must be appealed to Superior Court RZC 21.76.060(Q))
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Section A.

Name of Applicant Carol Rich and William Wurtz
Address 17519 NE 38t Court

City Redmond State WA Zip 98052

Email william.wurtz@gmail.com

Phone (home) 425-882-2021 (cell) 425-999-1943

Name of project that is being appealed: 2017 Tree Removal

File number of project that is being appealed: Permit # TREE-2017-05720/IVR #
151793

Date of decision on project that is being appealed: August 4, 2017

Expiration date of appeal period: August 18, 2017

What is your relationship to the project?

We are owner /residents of Fairweather condominiums. In a court ruling it was
found that the subject tree is in a “common area”, meaning all Fairweather owners
have some ownership of the tree. Our unit is very close to the tree; indeed a
significant portion of its canopy overhangs the space behind our unit.

Section B.

l. Please state the facts demonstrating how you are adversely affected by the
decision.

Based on the expert opinion of two of our region’s most highly regarded arborists
(one of whom is also a landscape architect), and input from the Sustainable
Redmond group, removal of the Western red cedar at Fairweather condominiums
will have multiple negative impacts on the community. Since we are among those at
Fairweather closest to the tree, we are most likely to experience the greatest
adverse effects. These problems include: destroying an iconic tree estimated to
provide a minimum $10,000 in market value to the Fairweather property; making
an existing water flow problem impacting Long House B even worse (without the
mitigating effects of the tree’s water absorption capacity); destabilizing the micro
ecosystem of the cedar’s companion fir trees on park side, which will result in
serious soil erosion that will impact both Idylwood Park and Fairweather; and
destabilizing the fir trees root system, posing a future hazard to Long House B by
making it more likely that the trees will fall on it. In addition to these adverse
impacts, there will be more subjective losses in terms of its aesthetic beauty and the
wildlife sanctuary it provides.

2. Please provide a concise statement identifying each alleged error of fact, law, or
procedure and how the decision has failed to meet the applicable decision criteria:



The tree removal permit is invalid, because the Tree Health Assessment that
provides the justification for removal is defective. The only defect mentioned in the
assessment is not sufficient to warrant the tree’s removal. In addition, the
conclusions found in the assessment are not reflective of the actual condition of the
tree; and the assertions the tree will not survive and that a large percentage of roots
would be damaged are not supported by the evidence.

We intend on submitting in due course a Tree Health Assessment from a
International Society for Arboriculture that supports these statements.

3. Please state the specific relief requested:
That the permit be ruled invalid and the tree preserved.
4, Please provide other information ...

None at this time.



